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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-3, 5, 9-11, 13, and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Dwyer et al (U.S. Patent 5,706,457), hereinafter Dwyer. 



Regarding claim 1, Dwyer teaches a method for transferring an image from an imaging 
source device to a destination in a computer system having more than one possible destination 
for the images, where at least two of the possible destinations are alternative hardware devices, 
taught as an image display system in communication with an imaging device that provides for 
multiple source acquisition and multiple destination distribution of image and document data, at 
col. 1 , lines 7-9 and Fig. 1 . Dwyer also teaches selecting one of the possible destinations at a 
user interface and automatically transferring the image to the selected destination in response 
to the selection, taught as the use of automated tools to backup image data to digital audio tape, 
a magneto-optical disk, send data via a modem, or send data to a printer, at col. 5, lines 3-18. 



Regarding claim 2, Dwyer describes that, "the image display system integrates a variety 
of commercial software packages" (col. 3, lines 3-4). It is inherent that the instructions for 
performing the method of Dwyer are stored in at least one of the memory devices in computer 
11 (Dwyer, Figure 1). 
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Regarding claim 3, Dwyer states, "the image editor 32b is run 162 to create an album 38 
of the images" (col. 8, lines 32-33). Then, "the operator is prompted 174 to determine if the 
selected album 38 is to be removed from the hard disk drive 5 to the removable disk" (col. 8, 
lines 47-49). Therefore, Dwyer's invention stores the image on the computer's hard disk before 
transfer to a destination. 

Regarding claim 9, Dwyer teaches a method for transferring an image from an imaging 
source device to a destination in a computer system having more than one possible destination 
for the images, where at least two of the possible destinations are alternative hardware devices, 
taught as an image display system in communication with an imaging device that provides for 
multiple source acquisition and multiple destination distribution of image and document data, at 
col. 1 , lines 7-9 and Fig. 1 . Dwyer also teaches selecting one of the possible destinations at a 
user interface and automatically transferring the image to the selected destination in response 
to the selection, taught as the use of automated tools to backup image data to digital audio tape, 
a magneto-optical disk, send data via a modem, or send data to a printer, at col. 5, lines 3-18. 
Furthermore, Dwyer states, "the image editor 32b is run 162 to create an album 38 of the 
images" (col. 8, lines 32-33). Then, "the operator is prompted 174 to determine if the selected 
album 38 is to be removed from the hard disk drive 5 to the removable disk" (col. 8, lines 47-49). 
Therefore, Dwyer's invention stores the image on the computer's hard disk before transfer to a 
destination. Dwyer also teaches prompting a user to select a possible destination, taught as the 
interface prompting a user to select a printer to which the image will be printed, at col. 9, lines 
27-28. 
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Regarding claims 5 and 13, Dwyer teaches the selection of a destination from a group of 
possible destinations comprising a printer, CD-write device, web site, and an email recipient, 
taught as the distribution of images to either a printer, magneto-optical devices, or other 
storage, at col. 1, lines 48-52. 

Regarding claim 10, Dwyer describes that, "the image display system integrates a 
variety of commercial software packages" (col. 3, lines 3-4). It is inherent that the instructions 
for performing the method of Dwyer are stored in at least one of the memory devices in 
computer 11 (Dwyer, Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Dwyer teaches a computer-readable medium of the computer being 
a hard disk or removable memory, taught as the possible transfer of images from a hard disk to 
a removable storage device, at col. 8, lines 47-49. 

Regarding claim 23, Dwyer's Figure 1 illustrates a computer (item 11) in communication 
with an imaging device (item 25). Dwyer goes on to state his invention as "an image display 
system that provides for multiple source acquisition and multiple destination distribution of 
image and document data" (col. 1, lines 7-9). Dwyer states, "the present invention receives 
image data via a modem, magneto-optical disk, digital camera, or digital audio tape" (col. 1, 
lines 65-66). Dwyer's invention further transfers the image data from the source to the 
destination by "automatically archiving or printing the files" (col. 4, lines 29-30), and thus sends 
the image to an external destination, the printer. Dwyer discloses, "the operator is prompted 
203 to select a printer" (col. 9, lines 27-28) before "the image is then printed" (col. 9, line 33). 
Therefore Dwyer's invention receives a selected destination from the user and then transfers 
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the image to the destination. Dwyer states, "the image editor 32b is run 162 to create an album 
38 of the images" (col. 8, lines 32-33). Then, "the operator is prompted 174 to determine if the 
selected album 38 is to be removed from the hard disk drive 5 to the removable disk" (col. 8, 
lines 47-49). Therefore, Dwyer's invention stores the image on the computer's hard disk, a 
computer-readable medium, before transfer to a destination. Furthermore, Dwyer discloses an 
image helper program module in disclosing "the image display system integrates a variety of 
commercial software packages" (col. 3, lines 3-4) that are used in the transfer of the images, as 
shown in Figure 1, Item 32a. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dwyer 
and Agarwal et al (U.S. Patent 6,509,910), hereinafter Agarwal. 

Regarding claim 17, Dwyer teaches a method for transferring an image from an imaging 
source device to a destination in a computer system having more than one possible destination 
for the images, where at least two of the possible destinations are alternative hardware devices, 
taught as an image display system in communication with an imaging device that provides for 
multiple source acquisition and multiple destination distribution of image and document data, at 
col. 1 , lines 7-9 and Fig. 1 . Dwyer also teaches selecting one of the possible destinations at a 
user interface and automatically transferring the image to the selected destination in response 
to the selection, taught as the use of automated tools to backup image data to digital audio tape, 
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a magneto-optical disk, send data via a modem, or send data to a printer, at col. 5, lines 3-18. 
Furthermore, Dwyer states, "the image editor 32b is run 162 to create an album 38 of the 
images" (col. 8, lines 32-33). Then, "the operator is prompted 174 to determine if the selected 
album 38 is to be removed from the hard disk drive 5 to the removable disk" (col. 8, lines 47-49). 
Therefore, Dwyer's invention stores the image on the computer's hard disk before transfer to a 
destination. Dwyer also teaches prompting a user to select a possible destination, taught as the 
interface prompting a user to select a printer to which the image will be printed, at col. 9, lines 
27-28. 

However, Dwyer fails to explicitly state the transfer of images to a storage site on a 
network identified by a network browser running on a computer system. 

Agarwal teaches a system for sharing data such as image files between members on a 
network and between networks. Furthermore, Agarwal shows the selection of a network 
destination through a network browser (such as the selection of a user on a share list, at col. 17, 
lines 1-10). The destination functions as a storage site, by receiving and storing a copy of the 
shared object, at col. 18, lines 1-5. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Dwyer and Agarwal before him at the time of the invention to modify the image 
transfer system of Dwyer to include the network destination capabilities of Agarwal, in order to 
obtain a system for image transfer where images may be sent to network destinations. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of sharing data 
with a plurality of users quickly and efficiently. 

Regarding claim 18, Dwyer describes that, "the image display system integrates a 
variety of commercial software packages" (col. 3, lines 3-4). It is inherent that the instructions 
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for performing the method of Dwyer are stored in at least one of the memory devices in 
computer 11 (Dwyer, Figure 1). 

Regarding claim 19, Dwyer discloses using a digital camera or an optical scanner as 
image source device, at col. 1 , lines 43-48. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dwyer, 
Agarwal, and Slik et al (U.S. Patent 5,809,145), hereinafter Slik. 

Regarding claim 21, Dwyer and Agarwal have been shown to teach an image transfer 
method with network data transfer capabilities for storing image data at selectable network 
storage sites. 

However, Dwyer and Agarwal fail to explicitly teach the use of a plug-in module for 
transferring an image to a selected storage site. 

Slik discloses a system for distributing digital information among a plurality of customers, 
similar to the network capabilities of Agarwal. Slik further teaches the use of plug-in modules 
adapted to transfer an image to a storage site, taught as the use of at least one module for 
maintaining data location on a network drive or various other storage locations, at col. 4, lines 
16-23. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Dwyer, Agarwal, and Slik before him at the time the invention was made to modify 
the image transfer system with network data transfer capabilities of Dwyer and Agarwal with the 
plug-in module architecture of Slik in order to obtain a system for image transfer over a network 
where the browser includes plug-ins to facilitate data transfer. 
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One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of the 
architectural flexibility offered by plug-in modules. See Slik, col. 3, lines 49-53. 



Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dwyer, 
Agarwal, Slik, and MacNaughton et al (U.S. Patent 5,796,393), hereinafter MacNaughton. 

Dwyer, Agarwal, and Slik have been shown supra to present a user with a plurality of 
destinations, wherein a loaded plug-iri module is one of a plurality of plug-in modules adapted to 
transfer an image from an imaging source device to a destination, and is loadable by an image 
helper program. 

Dwyer, Agarwal, and Slik fail to explicitly teach an on-line web community as an image 
destination. 

MacNaughton teaches a browser capable of transferring files to selected destinations, 
similar to that of Dwyer and Agarwal. Furthermore, MacNaughton teaches the transfer of files to 
and within an on-line web community (col. 4, lines 19-24). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Dwyer, Agarwal, Slik, and MacNaughton before him at the time the invention was 
made to modify the image transfer system of Dwyer, Agarwal, and Slik to include the on-line 
community of MacNaughton as a destination, in order to obtain a system of image transfer 
capable of transferring data to an on-line community. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of sharing data 
with a plurality of users quickly and efficiently, as offered by network capabilities and an on-line 
community. 
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Claims 24-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dwyer 
and Slik. 

Regarding claims 24, 25, and 26, Dwyer has been shown to disclose a system for image 
transfer. 

However, Dwyer does not teach the inclusion of a plug-in module to aid in image 
transfer. 

Slik discloses the use of plug-in modules, wherein the module is adapted to the transfer 
of and image, communicates through a standard application-programming interface, and 
includes a plurality of modules, at col. 4, lines 16-23. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Dwyer and Slik before him at the time the invention was made to modify the image 
transfer system of Dwyer with the plug-in module architecture of Slik in order to obtain a system 
for image transfer where plug-ins facilitate data transfer. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of the 
architectural flexibility offered by plug-in modules. See Slik, col. 3, lines 49-53. 

Regarding claim 27, Dwyer has been shown to disclose a system for image transfer. 
However, Dwyer does not teach the inclusion of a plug-in module to aid in image 
transfer. 

Slik discloses the use of plug-in modules, wherein the module is adapted to the transfer 
of the image and communicates through a programming interface at col. 4, lines 16-23. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Dwyer and Slik before him at the time the invention was made to modify the image 
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transfer system of Dwyer with the plug-in module architecture of Slik in order to obtain a system 
for image transfer where plug-ins facilitate data transfer. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of the 
architectural flexibility offered by plug-in modules. See Slik, col. 3, lines 49-53. 

Regarding claim 28, Dwyer further discloses an "image editor" that "is used to copy 
contents of the disk to the hard disk" and "acquire an image from the disk [the source device 
disk]" (Figure 3, Items 55 and 60). Dwyer also states "the macro then launches 55 the image 
editor 32b which is used to copy the contents of the magneto-optical disk to the desktop 17" 
(cols. 5, 6, lines 67, 1-2), the macro being stored on computer 11 (Figure 1). This is similar to 
Applicant's claim 28, wherein a still-image processing layer facilitates the transfer of the image 
from the imaging source device to the destination. 

Regarding claims 29, 30, 31, and 32, Dwyer has been shown to teach a method for 
transferring and image from a source device to a destination, wherein the image is stored on the 
computer's hard drive before transfer, the destination is a printer, and the destination is a CD- 
write device. 

However, Dwyer does not disclose the inclusion of plug-in modules into such a method. 

Slik et al have been shown to include plug-in modules adapted to the transfer of image 
data, at col. 4, lines 16-23. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Dwyer and Slik before him at the time the invention was made to modify the image 
transfer system of Dwyer with the plug-in module architecture of Slik in order to obtain a system 
for image transfer where plug-ins facilitate data transfer. 
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One would be motivated to make such a combination for the advantage of the 
architectural flexibility offered by plug-in modules. See Slik, col. 3, lines 49-53. 

Response to Arguments 

The Examiner respectfully withdraws the cited Section 103 rejection of claim 28, due to 
the error noted by Applicant. 

Applicant's arguments filed 9 April 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding the Section 102 rejection arguments, the Examiner contends that Dwyer does 
disclose images being automatically stored in different storage devices as recited in 
independent claims 1, 9, 17, 23, 27, and 29. Dwyer clearly discloses transferring images to 
multiple selectable devices, such as digital audiotape and printers, in response to a user 
selection of a destination. See col. 5, lines 3-18. Furthermore, Applicant states that Dwyer fails 
to teach automatically transferring images to selected destinations due to the fact that Dwyer 
first stores image data to an "album" on a hard disk. The Examiner contends that although the 
images are first stored locally, the end result of a user's destination selection is the same: 
images previously on an imaging source device are transferred to a destination in response to a 
user selection. 

Regarding the Section 103 rejection arguments, The Examiner contends, as stated 
above, that Dwyer teaches automatically transferring images to a selected destination chosen 
from multiple destinations. However, Dwyer does fail to implicitly teach transferring images to a 
selected storage site on a network via a browser. Newly cited prior art, necessitated by 
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amendment, provides an obvious modification to Dwyer that includes transferring images via a 
network browser. 



Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (703) 305-5914. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-31 16. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Conclusion 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Michael Roswell <=r /~\ 
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SAO (KEVIN) NGUYEN 
FRIMARY EXAMINER 



